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THE PRESIDENT: Mr., Mersman, Mrs. Feinstein,'
dlstlngulshed guests, particularly our guests from the
People's Republlc, ladies and gentlemen'”,; B

It is a great privilege and a very high honor
to have the opportunity of joining you on this occasion,
~and I thank all of you for the honorary membership in
your organization, and I am deeply grateful also for belng
a transmittal belt for my long, overdue member-shlp car'd
in the Grand Rapids World Affalrs Counecil. . .

Thls morning I had an opportunlty to announce
a very 1mportant proposal for a $100 billion Government
corporation to work through the private enterprise system
to develop energy 1ndependence for the Unlted States by
1985,

It is spelled out in a detailed bill which I
will send to the Congress next week. It is my very
deep conviction that the United States must not surrender
its destiny to those foreign nations on which we now ’
depend for oil., We must move very decisively to give
foreign naticns a new look at what Americans can do w1th
their great resources when we set out to do it.

The program I envision would enhence America's
future at both home and abroad. It would serve the national
interest of the United States and would safeguard American
jobs and the American economy. I envision a dramatic =
crash program to develop coal, nuclear and other sources
of energy, such as geothermal power, which I saw last
spring on my visit here to this part of California, and

Vineluding 0il shale resources which alone are more vast
in thelr potential than all the oil resources of the
Middle East Without such energy independence authority,
which would be a Government corporation, our vast natural
energy resources may be developed too late to bolster
America's leadership 1n the world for ., +the rest of the
20th century, ) ’ : S

As America completes its first 200 years as a
natlon we must resolve to solve our energy problemu;,It . -




“At home and in Our relations with'the rest of the
world, it is my conviction that energy independence 18
vital to protect ourselves against any arbitrary price
increases or future embargoes by foreign nations. Itcls
the way to end an intolerable situation in which America's
export last year totaled more than $25 billion to pay for
imported oil while plentiful energy is potentially available
to us here at home, . W : .

The money we now pay out to foreign 0il in one
year would put over cne million more Americans back to
work. We must have the earliest possible action to spend
these rapidly growing sums at home and to strengthen
America domestically as well as internationally.

With those observations, I will be glad to respond
to questions. - ‘ IPRRTE

QUESTION: Mr. President, my name "is William
Sumner and I am not sure what Mr.Mersman meant by my
associations but for your sake I am a registered
Republican. ' o Co '

. THE PRESIDENT: I A§preciate thatf We need more

in California.  (Laughter)

. . ... QUESTION: Well, I have worked on getting a ?ough
question for you. Over the years, Mr. President, foreign
aid programs have proved themselves gquite long lasting and
very costly, some have met with success, probably 'many

. othersg have met with obvious failure. Very clearly, the”i

American electorate is ‘disillusioned with foreign aid

. and both parties have promised to cut it back as best they

can. . ‘ .
ER EREN

; " "However, every Administration has favored foreign
aid at some time or anothen frequently to buy itself out of
a jam overseas. The recent Sinai Accord can be gaid in-:
part to follow this example and I deliberately use the
Sinai example to make the question as tough as possible.

We all hope it works, but, Mr. President, in balancing
the near term practical usefulness against the huge cost and
the growing unpopularity of foreign aid, do you think it

' is’realiétic for the American electorate to expect perhaps
‘some’ cut ‘in  the foreign aid bill during the remainder of

your five-year Administration? (Laughter)

) “ THE PRESIDENT: Let me assure you that at the
time that Secretary Kissinger and I had to make some very’
hard decisions on what we could do to help facilitate
the negotiations betweéen Israel and Egypt,we took into
consideration the request by both countries for us to make
available not more than 200 technicians in the UN buffer
zone plus the prospects of substantial»economib_and military
aid to the State of Israel and to some extent, the same
to the State of Egypt. e

MORE
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Let me say that, as we analyze the alternatives -~
and the alternatives were simply two -- if we did not play a
meaningful role in what we have recommended to the Congress,
it would be my judgment that the stalemate in the Middle
East would continue with all of the potential volatility,
increasing tensions and the high likelihcod of another military
conflict and each one seems to get bloodier and more costly.
That was one alternative. ' : - :

" The other choice was to do what we have recommended
to the Congress. I believe it is a good investment in
momentum and a long range possibility of an equitable and
secure peace in the Middle East. I believe that it is a way
in which we can participate in a fair and proper way to
achieve the momentum and to hopefully avoid a conflict.

And in balancing the difficult choices, the decision -
by myself,and with Secretary Kissinger, was that this is a
better course of action.

: And may I say that it is going to be costly,
but the general figures used are somewhere between $2 billion
to $2.3 billion for economic and military assistance for
the State of Israel. ' )

I only point out that earlier this year at the
time that I was conducting the reassessment of our Mideast
policy, I received a letter signed by 76 Senators asking me
to make certain that I recommended $2,600,000,000 for
Israel without any participation by Israel in the negotiations
with Egypt. o , ‘ L : :

So, going by what 76 Senators felt was a proposal
of some magnitude in money, I believe the decision to work
with Israel and Egypt to achieve peace -- and I think it’.
is a good, solid program -~ it is a better investment
than more money being spent, as 76 Senators requested us
to do, without.any program for momentum of peace in the
Middle East. I think it is a good gamble for peace.

The other would be a very difficult potential
problem of a high likelihood of war. I think it is the
right action and I hope the Congress promptly and over-
whelmingly approves, number one, the 200 technicians -
to serve in the UN buffer zone, and also the necessary amount
which, of course, the Congress can decide. But I think
it is a good .gamble for peace and I hope the Congress
responds. ' :

MORE




: QUESTION: - My name is Robert Gomperts, and I am
a member of the Trustees of the World Affairs Council of
Nerthern California. : -

. In a few months time . you are scheduled to travel
to Peklng, and at the moment there is one overriding issue
-and I woyld say at least two major issues outstandlng between
ourselves and the PRC. Coeu

: The overriding issue is the question of recognition.
The major. issues are the frozen assets and an end to
dlscrlmlnatory tariffs on goods comlng from the PRC.

Do you feel that these issues will be solved
during:your trip to Peklng and, if not, do you feel that
your trip to Peklng is in the natlonal 1nterest, sir?
{Laughter): . o R ,

THE PRESIDENT: I wouldn' t go 1f I dldn't thlnk
it was in the national interest.- (Laughter) The precise
‘“agenda for the visit by myself: to the ° People's Republic
has not been laid- out. Preliminary work has been done,.and
it will probably be finalized in a prospective earlier’
trlp by Secretary K1831nger to Peklng.

- There has been no f1na1 determlnatlon as to the
items: that will be on the agenda. Of course, all that has"
taken place since the re-establishment of a ‘relationship

- has followed the Shanghai announcement, and I believe

that we are proceeding--~the two countries--within the
conflnes of the Shanghal communlque.

Ve : I would expect that the progress we have made =~ -
w111 continve within those constraints, but I am not in a *
position at this time to give you the details of what the
agenda will be: except I- expect -- and I am sure that the
People's Republic expects —= headway and . progress and the
furtherance of better relations. .

Yes, 31r?J . ,
QUESTION “Mr. President, I am Alexander Dallln.'
,HI teach at Stanford Unlver51ty. - V

:-Mr. Pre51dent, you have been quoted as saying
there may be circumstances under which it may be proper
to intervene in the affairs of other countries.

THE PRESIDENT: Excuse me, I didn't hear that.
vInvolve ourselves in what?

MORE
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QUESTION: . In the affairs of other countries.
Since the statement -~ if in fact you are quoted correctly =-
may Provoke some cONtroversy,I wonder- whether you might
care. to, specify some. circumstances or principles involved
that you have in mind? S R

THE PRESIDENT: It has been traditional in this
country, certainly since pricr to World War II, during
World War II and subsequent to World War II, for the" .
United States to, in one way or another, involve itself
directly: or indirectly in’the affairs of other countries.,
: In each:case, regardléss of the individual who
was President, it was determined by responsible ‘pecpile
that - such action involved our national "interest. I
know there has been controvérsy'about what has beeri done
in one or more countries, but it is my judgment that
if properly handled, and with a correct and a very certain
relationship to our national security, we should not rule

out responsible action-in this ar€a. ' o ’

But, for me to write a prescription here ‘with the
great variety of circumstances that prevail, that have
Prevailed and undoubtedly would prevail, T think it would
be unwise. a ' ' o

" This is a critical and crucial area where on ]
~some occasions what we have done we hHave been very success-
ful, and .it has been to the benefit of the United States

and. unfortunately in some instances we have had some dis- ; - i

'appointmgnts.

But, to categorically rule it out or even to
pPrescribe a specific limitation here I +hink would
not be proper for the President of the United States. I
am not ruling it out..I:am not saying what we are going to
do, except there have been some benefits and, if there . ..
are, related to our hational security, I think we ought
to do it. - - o

MORE




QUESTION: President Ford, ny name 1s VeLl
Joeck.. . I have no formal affiliation.

: I would 11ke to ask a questlon follow1ng up what
you just said, I think. Do you plan to take positive steps

to discourage those American allies that use torture as a

means of polltlcal oppreSSLOn? : ‘

. THE PRESIDENT I can't help but ask myself this
question. . What precise authority do I have as President
or we as-a Nation to interfere directly with the internal
and domestic actions of other nations? We have been
criticized on many occasions for being too involved with the
internal or domestic operations of one nation or another.
I deplore 1t I ... condemn = it, but I hesitate to say
that.the Unlted States should take an affirmative action
every time torture, as we understand it, is inflicted upon
a 01t1zen or group of citizens of 140 other natlons. ’

i;;TTlT_; We don't llke lt. We hope it doesn t contlnue,
but for us to be that preCLSe a policeman in every one of
140 some nations of the world, I think would not be approved

iby a majorlty of the Amerlcan people.

QUESTION ‘Mr. Pre51dent my name is Donald

: Davls. I am Pre51dent of the Santa Clara Valley World Trade Club..

You, in your opening remarks, have alluded to the

problems concerning energy independence. Perhaps related

to this issue of energy independence are the Sinai Accords
and a much broader picture for the coming years is to
attract the leadershlp role which the United States .
intends to assume, vis-a-vis the third world countries
in connection with thelr asplratlons for redlstrlbutlon of
the world's wealth., ' : : '
"I know that you have spoken at the Unlted Natlons
and other places on this subject but I would appreciate
your personal comments, assuming that you were to continue
in offlce, that what you believe our leadership role would
be in attempting to meet the needs for redistribution of
the world's wealth, assuming that there is some need,
and to meet the aspirations of these countries?

MORE
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THE PRESIDENT: I don't believe that we should,
as a Nation, participate in the redistribution of world
resources. I don't think that ought to be our objective.
Our attitude as a-Nation was submitted to the United Nations
in their spedial'get together about ten days ago by
Secretary Kissifger. This was a practical answer to the-
third world request for economlc understandlng, political
understandlng. 1 _

There appeared, pPlOr to Secretary KlSSlnger £
presentation, the distinct possibility that there would be
a head-to-head confrontation between the United States. and.
the other industrial nations of ‘the world in the third
world, because the underdeveloped oOF third world nations were
complaining very bltterly about: the fact that their natural
resources, whether it is bauxite, tin or coffee, or a multitude of
other natural resources were getting a fair shake in the
world, at least from the industrial nations. - What they
wanted, really, was the establishment of a new world
economic order. I don't believe the United States should
commit itself to a new world economic order.

- We belleve, as 1t was expressed in Secretary
KlSSlngeP g prepared text, that we should take the ,
individual resources such.as bauxite, or tin, or coppersy :
et cetera, on a practical case by case-example, try to ‘find
through negotiations a proper way for those nations to
participate in the growing world opportunity for a better
life for all their people. And the net result of the
Secretary's presentation was that instead of a head-to-head
irreconciliable confrontation, the attitude and the atmosphere
at the United Nations was totally different and it is my
opinion that that good feeling and better understanding
will be productive in the,subsequent meetings of the S /
United Nations and that we ought to carry on as we said we
would, working with those nations in some way to make sure
they don't have the peaks and valleys of high prices and
over-abundance and that they can have,a relatively stable
return, not under the umbrella of a new world economic -
order, But under some practical negotiated agreements that
will take care of the real problems in each 1nstance._‘,

QUESTION Mr. President, my name is Barney
Pogca, Jr. I am a member of the World Affairs Council,
the Commonwealth Club and a past President of the World
Trade Association of The Greater San Francisco Bay area.

My question relates to the business in which I
am personally engaged, which is foreign trade and
agricultural commodities. There has been much discussion ]
recently about the trade embargo on agricultural cqmmodltles.




My question is, why should not our agricultural
producers have free access to the world markets for their
production, the same as other producers of non-stragetic
materials? @ . . .

, A second part to the question is how do you
construe the Congressional attitude on this issue?
THE PRESIDENT: I made a fairly complete speech
out in Oklahoma -~ I guess it was Friday (Laughter) =--—
on this precise subject, and let me summarize it for you.
I believe that we should sell our agricultural abundance,

not only domestically but internationally, in the free market-

place at. fair prices for the farmer. The best way to insure
“the utilization of full production for our farmers is to
find assured markets.: S : _ , . h
‘We have a three-year agreement which was just
venewed with Japan for an agricultural purchase program by
Japan. We have other such relationships with other foreign

countries. The big problem is that of the Soviet Union.

If you go back to 1972-1973, you will find that

the Soviet Union bought corn, wheat, et cetera, at a relatively

low level. And then they went up to the 1972-1973 figure
of roughly 13 billion metric tons and then they went down .
in 1973-197% to a figure ~- if I recall accurately --

of around 3 million metric tons. Then the next year they
went up to another figure. This year they have already
bought 2.3 million metric tons of grain from the United
States and they want to buy some more. -

. These wide fluctuations are not healthy for the
American ‘agriculture, They are not healthy for the farmer .-
because he ought to have some assurance, . practical ,
assurance,’ that what he produces is going to be purchased.
So we are in the process .now with a '“temporary suspension
of sales to the Soviet Union"--temporary assuming we reach
an agreement-=-to 'be based on the signing of a long-term

agreement ~- five years perhaps -- with an assured guaranteed

mandatory purchase by them with potentially an option to
buy more.- If we work this agreement out, I think you
will find a far healthier relationship between our
farmers in their markets, a far better relationship
between ocur country and the Soviet Union and-an overall
advancement of a better world. : ‘

PR

 This, I think, is the kind of utilization of our
great abundance that we can say with pride is part of an
affirmative, constructive relationship with not only one
country but many others, to the benefit of the farmer

and a healthier relationship the farmer has with the
rest of us Americans. ,

MORE
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So I hope within the next week,perhaps,or .
more, hopefully the sooner the better, we will sign an
agreement. It looks optimistic, it looks encouraging
and, -if we do, I think both the producer and the consumer
at home and abroad will be better off. . :

QUESTION -My. President, my name is Fudah.Hayatl,
I am a member of the Northern California Worlds Affaxrs
Council, and I have a two-part questlon. :

This country was instrumental in bringing about
detente in the Middle East with the Sirai Accord between
Egypt and Israel. Can you see this country playing a-
similar role in Southern Africa, spec1f1ca11y between :
Rhodesia and the llberatlon movement’ - SR '

The second part of the questlon is in llght of the
reports of U.S. Marine maneuvers in the Mojave Desert
carrying out desert warfare, is there a possibility that -
U.S. troops would become involved in the Mlddle East 1f N
detente did not hold? T R ,. f‘tt

' THE PRESIDENT: I see no prospects of the United -
States military forces participating in the Middle East. - e
I see no reason for that to take place. We are on a
course of action which if successful -~ and I belleve lt
will be -- that will preclude that. S - *

The United States has been trylng to work, ‘not
only in the United. Natlons, but elsewhere, in the settlement
of some of the very serious problems in Africa between s
Rhodesia and South. Africa and the nations thdt are emerg:ng
in Africa. D P I

Unfortunately, there are some very serious
problems, but I can assure you that our best efforts will. -
be utilized in that area as they have been in the Mlddle e
East. . : . ST P Ll

i QUESTION: I am Paul Zinner, nd I teach dt the
University of California at Davis. I am also a memher ' =?
of the World Affairs Council. e ST

Mr. President, I wonder if you would give us some
insight into the policy con51derat10ns that led you to
agree to a Helsinki summit in the middle of the summer
pretty much on Mr. Brezhnev's timetable, and I wonder if -
you could also give us a. brlef readlng on the state of detente
since Helsinki? . : - -

THE PRESIDENT: The timing of Helsinki was not
important. The substance of Helsinki, both in the
language and the spirit, those are the important things.

The meeting in Helsinki between 35 nations
came about because of two or three years of very detailed
negotiations between East and West and the various
amendments the svarious compromises_in my oplnlon; have lEd
1 el “of- leadlng to a’ better relatlonshig




s _f}LTﬁe'ianguage ig all vright and, as I said ‘in Helsinki,
the language we approve of, what has to be -certain . is that
the spirit coincides with the words and there is to be a
meeting;;n;fwojyears where there will be a review of all of
the participants to see whether the langudge which was -
signed in Helsinki is carried out in the 24% months. - -v:¢

7 - And _the test is performance. I am optimistic
and I believe that if we keep pressure on that we can say
that Helsinki was a big plus. If the spirit doesn't '
exist the words mean :very little. But I am OJptimistic - .
that world pressure will force all nations that participated

to have the spirit coincide with the language.

+r;-Now -the status of detente, detente was not -
initiated as ‘a solution to every problem in the world or
every problem bilaterally between the United States and the
Soviet Union, but it has been extremely helpful in a o
number of instances as a line of communication, as a means
of relaxing tensions and as a vehicle for the solution of

- problems: between the Soviet Union  and the United States.

.. I.believe that SALT I was a sighificant step .

wforward, I believe very strongly that the agreement at

Vladivostok where Mr. Brezhnev and myself agreed for a

cap of 2400 on launchers in strategic vehicles and a 1320
lipitation on MIRVing.:. SALT II is now moving along at »
the technical stage and there will have to be some very -
important decisions made. between now and when the final
agreement is achieved, if it is achieved, and I hope it will.

v I think detente has been successful. It hasn't
ablveduevery problem but we are a lot better off; in my
honest:judgment, than to' go back to the old days of the
Cold War where we talked harshly to each other, we condemned
each other, we threatened one another. I don't think the
United States .and the Soviet Union ocught to go back to the
Cold War circumstances that prevailed. But I reiterate,
ge can't expect every problem that comes up to be solved

y it.

el ad & . g o "

_ “-All Qémcgn do is work at it and I can pledge to
you and to. others we will do our utmost to make sure that"
detente is mutually beneficial to each country at no

- sacrifice of national security in either case and of

tremendous, immense benefit to the world as a whole. -
We will do the very best we can.

" “Approvéd For'Reléase 2005/06/16 : CIA-RDP79M0046?A0031000800‘2%—6
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QUESTION: Mr. President, my name is Bill Wainw
wright. I am a member of the World Affairs Council and
also a registered Republican in the John Baldw1n mode
from Martlnez, Callfornla.

I have a question about the House select vomm11tee s
investigation of the Central Intelligence Agency and
their review having publicly demonstrated certain mlstaken
intelligence assessments on the likelihood of a break=out -
*of war between the Arabs and Israel in 1967.‘ ‘ »Tv

I am wondering if you intend to fac111tate thlq
committee's further 1nvest1gat10n along these 11“650

THE PRESIDENT: Let me make several comments,
and then I will try to answer the precise questzon.

In the flrst instance, you must understand that
all of the intelligence agencies -- the CIA and the
others -~ have responded to the Pike committee's request
for classified information, . : TRt L

There has been no reluctance on our part to give
to that committee all of the requested 1nte111gence 1nfor-
mation, and I thlnP they' recognize that. SR

-T can assure you of a.secondvp01nt -- that"under
no circumstances will there be any action by me or people - e
working with me to use the classification process. to. wevn o
prevent the exposure of alleged or actual crlmlnal action
by any Federal authority. - -« = wond e iE

"Secondly, there will be no action by myself or my
assoc1ates to classify so that we protect errors, mistakes
that were made over the last 28 years since the CIA‘was
established by law. ) ; . R

The real problem is not their having this
classified information. The problem is how they have to use

it for the legislative puprpose for which the commlttee was
established.

Since they have all of the information, it is
not automatically necessary that they make it public.
They can examine it in committee, and they can determine
from such an examination all of the information that is
needed for the legislative purpose for which the ... .7 =
committee was established. : .

’ v
I have no reluctance at all, if we could just

put a circle around the United States, and give 214 million

Americans all of the material as to sources of intelligence,

techniques of intelligence, procedures of intelligence,

I would have no reluctance whatsoever,if we could confine
it to 214 million Americans, But I just don't. think that
isivery pragctical. (Laughter) - RS




i

ome “of  this informatidon is §o sen51t1ve that
a few years ago the Congress passed a law saying that any
communications intelligence ~- that is a very technical
term, but it is very significant -~ if divulged by any
individual except to Congress -- and it should, and I am
not alleging they are violating the law but that kind of
intelligence -~ its source, its techniques, its procedures
was made a serious criminal offense by Congress itself,
and it is the Judgment of a number of the technically
qualified people in the intelligence area that there was an
error made in the release of some information out of the
stacks of classified information we gave them because it
probably had the impact of making available some communi~- -
catlons 1nte111gence 1nformatlon.

What we have to do is to sit down y not with one
committee of the Congress, not one subcommittee, because

" there are 360 subcommitiees and full committees of the

Congress.’ If every one of them established different rules
on how we were going to handle with them this highly
classified information, I think you would probably have
300 dlfferent rules of declassification.

. So, what we have to do -~ and I can assure you,.
as: others -~ we have to find a way of getting a uniformity.
in the handling of classified information by the Congress

.~and the..300 committees and -subcommittees and_the Executive. S

Branch so that what is essential can be made public and
what is so sensitive that it should not, if we can't do
that, after 200 years of cooperatiaon between the Executive
and the Legislative Branch, something is wrong.

- I am an optimist, but it is a very serious matter.
I am not going to be a participant in destroying the effect- ‘
iveness of a good United States intelligence agency because
that involves our national security, period.

One more, I guess.
i QUESTION-- Mr. Pre51dent, my name is Clark Maser.
I am a member of the World Affairs Council and an elderly
skier., (Laughter)

: What steps should the Unlted States take if the
State of Israel is expelled from the United Nations, which
has been threatened by the so-called tyranny of the
majority? Should we withdraw in that case all financial
support to the United Nations or should we withdraw from
thé United Nations?

' MORE
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THE PRESIDENT: I, as well as Secretary
Kissinger, have strongly spoken out against the threats
that primarily came from the nonaligned naticns. The
attitude that we expressed toward the nonaligned under-
developed nations has, to a substantial degree, softened
some of the prospective actions that were anticipated in
the United Nations.

You don't find that pushing quite as hard today
as it was six months ago or a year ago.

Now, we believe in the universality of the
United Nations, and I don't believe nations should be
kicked out because the majority have a grudge or an
adverse point of view. You can't make the United Nations
do its job, perform its function, if a simple majority
in the General Assembly can just arbitrarily decide that
that nation ought to be kicked out.

I totally disapprove of that procedure, and
this country, as long as I am President, will strongly,
vigorously fight against any such action against any
nation, and we have said this particularly in reference
“to Israel.

I believe our firm stand, the efforts of
Secretary Kissinger at the second session has pretty well
diluted the prospective action concerning Israel in 1975.
If there is any reaffirmation of what appeared to be an
action, we will vigorously fight any action by the General
Assembly, and we will take a strong stand, the strongest
possible stand in the Security Council.

Thank you very, very much.

END (AT 2:10 P.M. PDT)
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(Los Angeles, Callfornla)

-THE WHITE HOUSE

INTERVIEW WITH THE PRESIDENT
- BY :
BOB ABERNETHY
JESS MARLOW ST N
WARREN OLNEY = = = o e
CUUKNBCSTV o e cTae et

CENTURY PLAZA HOTEL

8:57 AWM. PDT o S A LT T

QUESTION: - Good evéning and welcome. I am Bob
Abernethy, KNBC News. To question the President are KNBC
news reporters Jess Marlow and Warren Olney. B

Mr. Pre81dent, welcome. S 7‘»5 ol g T lah

A promlnent California Republlcan sald the othev
day that he thinks it would be healthy for the Republican
Party if Ronald Reagan were to try to get the GOP nomlnatlon
for the Pr981dency. Do you agree with that? ' L

THE PRESIDENT' I don't see any serious problems - - ez e
in that regard. ‘I have always thought that competition -in
the political arena was healthy for the candidates and for
the Party. I certainly feel that former Governor Reagan
and myself are close enough personal: friends that we-can have
any competition without hav1ng a devisive impact on w: v
the Party. So competition being good for candidates and the
Party, I think, under our system, I see no serious harm in

that regard.‘ o _ RIS I T AV

QUESTION.' "~ More and more peoplé“are saying.
they think it is inevitable that Govevnor Reagan will run,. -
Do you share that v1ew? : T S oEenomne Tl

. THE PRESIDBNT I really should not pass”judgﬁeni'"
on what he will or won't do, so since that is a ]udgment on
his part, I think we ought to wait and see. G n

QUESTION: Mr. Pre51dent you suggest the competltlon
would be healthy. Indeed are we not seeing some of that
competition rlght now w1th your concentrated schedule in .

California? SRR

MORE
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responsibility as President that I-have = -~ s
to talk to groups in the education field, the labor
other areas and I also feel it is ~a part of my responsibility
on this trip to help the party per se, to help get the

party strengthened in the responsibility it has for
organization as well as fund raising. There is nothing in
this trip that relates to my candidacy as such.

QUESTION: Mr. President, is there any question in
your mind that if you went head-to-head in the primary
in New Hampshire, Florida and other places, that you could
beat him?

THE PRESIDENT: I don't like to forecast what I
will do in the political race, I am confident the policies we
have for the country, the policies that we are trying to
implement domestically and foreign policy-wise put us in
a pretty good position against any competition within and with-
out the party. .= .. . o . R

QUESTION{ In the event Governor Reagan should
defeat you in New Hampshire and Florida, how serious a
blow would that be to your efforts to get the nomination?

©.oi THE PRESIDENT: - I don't speculate about defeat,
I look “at. it affirmatively that we will do well in any of the
primaries, whether New Hampshire, Florida or otherwise,
just as I feel the policies we are trying to implement for .-
the country will be favorable and, therefore, we don't
analyze what will happen if we don't do well.
s+ e QUESTION: How do you see the result of the . .
Senatorial race. in New Hampshire? A lot of people will
say it was a rebuke to your policies. . e

.. THE PRESIDENT: I don't feel it was necessarily.
The opposition was extremely well-organized up there.. They
got out roughly 30,000 more votes for Durkin than they got
in 1974 in November. Strangely enough, Louis Wyman got about
+hreé- or. four thousand more votes than he got in,Novem@er,
so it was veally an organizational effort -pather than
the ideology of the Administration being repudiated.

"L Tv U QUESTION:® Both you and Governor Reagan campaigned
there, though. That is about as heavy an artillery as
~ your party could have brought in.

“. THE PRESIDENT: = Yes, and I got a very favorable
response from the people of- New Hampshire, for which I am
very grateful. I don't think that response, or the resiult
really entered into that election as such and the technical’
adviser to the Democratic Party, Dick Scanlon, discounted
any impact on a national level from that particular election.

.

MORE
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QUESTION: Mr. President, one more Reagan
question. Your friend, indeed your host for part of this
weekend, the U.N, Ambassador to Belgium, has said he doesn't
think Ronald Reagan is qualified to be President. What
do you think? Is he qualified? ' :

THE PRESIDENT: I don't think I ought to pass .
judgment on that., He was a very good Governor for the
State of California, and I don't think I should enter into
those discussions. e e » "

: QUESTION: Mr. President, you expressed con-
fidence that your policies would get you past-any primary
competition, indeed in the general election, too, and you
particularly noted foreign policy. ' '

‘I would like to ask you a couple of questions
about foreign policy, particularly about the recent Middle
East agreements. : . . S

“Fipst of all, is there an agreement to supply
Pershing missiles to Israel? N s

: " THE PRESIDENT: The documents carefully spell -
out that we will study with Israel their request for =
Rershing missiles. It is carefully phrased, and it goes
only to the commitment to study the need and necessity
for Pershing missiles for Israel. -

: QUESTION: = Senator Howard Baker said hére‘yesferday
he believes -~ and he emphasized it is_only his belief --
that Israel has nuclear weapons now. Could you comment on
that? ' o ,

THE PRESIDENT: I do not know categorically whether
they do or do not., Therefore, T don't think I should spec-
ulate. . . .

QUESTION: Another missile question. | The Hawk .
missile for Jordan, did you insist that we be assured that
those could only be used defensively? o -

THE PRESIDENT: Certainly, the intent is that
those Hawk missiles should be used for defense purposes.
It is important for Jordan to have that defensive .
capability and the intent -~ and I think the agreement -
itself -- is aimed at that direction. ' o

: QUESTION: Did Jordan regard it as an insult
that we suggested it only be defensive? Is that the only
business -that was made public? - h P

MORE
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, - It is a very technical dispute,
and it is my opinion that’ those differences have been
resolved =~ and I think constructively’ so -~ for the.
Middle East as a whole. - B T R A

QUESTION: Mr. President, another concern
regarding the Middle East is those 200 American
civilians who may go into the Sinai, concern that they

'may become targets or hostages and that may cause us to
make a larger movement of men. .. L e

77" Can you promise that if 200 civilians are sent
to the Sinai now more Americans will not have . to go in the
future? ¢ N A R S . Lo . B
. THE PRESIDENT: There is certainly no intention
that that technical contribution be enlarged. I see no
reason’ why it should. As a matter of facty-it is fully .
understood by the parties that it -will not be enlarged..

To compare that to the situation in Vietnam is
not an adcurate'comparison.f'In’Vietnam,‘there-were two
parties at war, and the American initial contribution back
in-1961 was at the request of one party and in opposition
to the other party. = '~~~ . oo 0 SRR —

©rei . lShie In this case, both Israel and Egypt requested ..
our contribution, so it is a totally"different‘situation*_

and there is no intent on our part to enlarge it, There 1s

no request by either party to enlarge it. So, I see no

. possibility of that happening. =~ - - *7 o b o

QUESTION: Supposing there was some kind of an:-
.- attack on those people by the PalestipianuLiberation Organ-
_ization? What would this country's response pe?

THE PRESIDENT: Of course, our effort would:
.be to bring those American technicians out of the area
o in Qase;bf»any_fdnepast of trouble arising in the areé.
They are there, will be there, in the U.N. buffer zone
along with the 7,000 or 8,000 U.N. forces,and I think,
they are thoroughly protected. - C

©7.7 1'think it is an aves, in my opinion, at least,
that it is safe for those Americans. I think it is )
‘well to point out that we havé now, I think it is, 15 or
20 Americans there with the U.N.' forces-at the present:..:
time. .. ., . ST
* “So, this is a very technical contripution in a
.protected area, the U.N. buffer zone. So, I don't think
that problem is going to arise. - T

. MORE
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QUESTION: Mr. President, the Congressional
Budget Office reported this week if the Federal Government
would increase the deficit by another %25 billionm, would
put a million people back to work who wouldn't otherwise
‘be put back to work, by the end of 1977, with a very
tiny increase 1n 1nf1at10n. If that 1s true, why don't
you do it? ’ o - o

"THE PRESIDENT: An extra’ $25 billlon to'a $Sl :
billion deficit would have serious’ ram1£1catxons‘ ’ :‘wfw

QUESTION: Is that study wrong, that Cangress-'
1ona1 Budget Offlce study wrong? :

" THE PRESIDENT: I respectfully dmsagree.v I thlnk
there is a better way of approaching the problem. - “of -
course, their recommendations came out przor to the
announcement on Friday that we have made very significant
progress in the battle against inflation, “and I think it ;s
important to point out that in the last eight months -the -
cost of living has gone up 4.8 percent on an annual basis
compared to a figure for the previous comparable period gf
~an inflation rate of 8.3 or 8.4, so the Congresszonal R
Budget recommendation for a $25 billion increase in’ the”
defieit, taking it up to $85 or $86 billion 4s the wrong - g
apprecach, predicated on the facts that were revealed ':v% 5
by the Department of Labor on Friday. R R I

" QUESTION: The Governor of California, among
others, thinks that the growing costs of energy and .raw
materials, demands from the poor nations for more of -
what we have, all this means that our days of 51gn1flcant
economic growth are over.

- Do you agree?,

THE PRESIDENT: I am an optimist, and I respects=
fully disagree with the Governor that we should predlcate
our future on a less well-off society than we have had in
the past., We will have certain periods of time where we
will pay more for energy or there will be some energy
scarcity, but it doesn't mean that the United States should
expect a period of dismal progress.

I think the United States, if we adopt the right
policy, can expect continued growth in a substantial and
constructive way. Ifwe approach it from the pessimistic
point of view, I think we are adopting the wrong attitude.

MORE
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policies, Does thas

.You say if we adopt the right
suggest that we- have not yet .-
adopted it? .o

P A P

THE PRESIDENT.; Let's take the energy problem.'
If the Congress doesn't act for a constructive approach.
to the energy problem, yes, we will have difficulty. We
have- been prodding. the. Congress, pushing.the Congress,
cooperating with the. Congpess, and yet they have
done llterally nothlng.

Fortunately, we may be comlng out of it on the -
right side, even if the Congress doesn't do something,

»but I-would rather do it on a phased decontrol ba51s

rather than an abrupt end of controls.

QUESTION' Congressman Roybal said yesterday

athat he dld not think.you had cooperated sufflclently or

compromlsed, I thlnk 15 the way. he put. 1t. L

THE PRESIDENT. Let me Just clte some flgures
that I dld yesterday in Oklgzhoma. - Since January, when I
submitted a program, an energy program, I have personally

- - consultéd with 51 out of 100 United States Senators. I
_ personally consulted with 305 or 310 of the 435 Members of

the House of Representatlves.,
i I héve ;ecommended two phased decontrol programs.
They have rejected both of them.. I have gone more than .
halfway, and I regret ==~ and I think it is unfortunate -
that the Congress has not responded.

I still think that there is a chance they could
at least do somethlng, but if they don't do something, then
I think we also are in a p051t10n where we will come out

~of 1t in gcod shape. :

.. MORE
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QUESTION: Mr. President, in times past and in
times of national problems, other Presidents have called on
the American people to serve the country in various ways.
It seems to me a lot of people are w1111ng, even eager,
to do the same thing now but they aren' t sure exactly
how. What would you like to ask the American people to do?

THE PRESIDENT: I am not pessimistic at all that the
American people will not’ respond. As a matter of fact, as
"1 travelaround the country I find the American people are
eager to cooperate. They can do it in a number of ways .
The first is to impress upon their representatives in the
Congress, Senators and Congressmen, that we have to move ahead,
whether it is in energy, or the economy, or national security.
I note a slight change in the attitude of the Congress
"because I think the American people are having an impact.

’ QUESTION; Indeed that'iévwhat you aie,trying‘to>do.

THE PRESIDENT.  That is exactly what we are trying
to do and I note some slight improvements in the attitude
of the Congress in trying to cooperate with me and I certainly
am going to bend over backwards, and 1 thlnk I have in that
area, :

. QUESTION: During the past week we have heard

that the intelligence apparatus in this country dellberately
defied the press, the people and the Congress about the size
of the enemy during the TET offensive in the Vietnam War,
What. do you think about those remarks that were made

and how do you feel as a former member of Congress about
having been intentionally defied? ;

THE PRESIDENT: If it is a fact, and I think the *
committee ought to get others to testify. who. might have a
different view. . :

QUESTION Are you making an independent effort
to find out if it is right? N o

THE PRESIDENT That is one person's testlwony,
a former employee. To get a balanced appraisal, I hoﬁwuu*y
think the committee ought to call other witnesses. And
that brings up a basic decision that I have made._ ‘Under no
circumstances will we in the Executive Branch hold back '
any more that might involve a criminal activity or a mistake
-that was made. As a matter of fact, I have ordered the people
who have the immediate jufisdiction to make any and all
information available. I think it is important that the
record be laid out with this exception, we should not in the
process of making this information available reveal sources
of intelligence information either by 1nd1v1duals or by
mechanical means.

Yes, if people made mistakes, the public ought to
know about it. Yes, if there is any criminal activity
involved, that ought to be made available and action ought to

,bevtaken. BQt I ‘do not think we should" just throw open our
T 1gence ourcesy That is-a gerious blem
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» public  confidence i
stablished” 1n people ‘and in 1nstltutlons, we are told .
public confldence was establlshed in you by your flrm
handllng of the Mayaguez affair.” I thinkK we can suggest
in recent days public confidence has been re-established
.in the FBI by the capture of Patty Hearst. . What is it
going to take to re-establlsh public, confldence in the
Central Ihtelllgence Agency, or are they such a secret _agency
they can never boaqt about thelr v1ctor1es? o o : ’

' ‘ THE ‘PRESIDENT:’ I thlnk your 'last comment is one Cof
the problems.' The committee 1nvest1gat10ns in the House, and
Senate, if conducted properly, can, I belleve, illustrate
that mistakes were made but overall some great, accompllshments
were achieved. I havethe benéfit of the Rockefeller Commission
recommendations and the Murphy Commission recommendations

and in a relatively short period of ‘time I 'will make some
administrative decisions that will improve the working
operations of the 1nte111gence community, 1nclud1ng the ,

~ CIA, and I will propose’ to the Congress some leglslatlve

" ‘recommendations which will likewise, in my opinion, 1mpr0vé

our intelligence gathering communities. But you are never’
going to have the ingelligence community where it will have

.~ the opportunity to brag about its_accomplishments because it
is so 1mportant that we not 1nvolve sources and therefore,
they have a tough ‘PR problem."

e QUESTION. Mr. Pre51dent, you have said that - LTI
State courts in their effort to 1ntegrate the schools have

ignored less drastic alternatlves than bu31ng.

What spec1f1cally do you mean ~-- which less drastic alterna-

tlves? P .

THEEPRESIDENT.” The Congress in 1974 approved what
was labeled the Esch Amendment, laid out six or seven
specific guidelines for the courts to follow. The last of the
recommendation to achieve what the courts should do was bu31ng ———
court ordered forced buclng to achieve racial integration.
Those steps,and I was in the Congress part of that time and
I signed the bill that became law, those’ steps include a
magnet school, utilization of the neighborhood school concept,
the 1mprovements of fac;lltles, et cetera. I hope that in
the future, as some Course 1n ‘the past, recent past, w111»
utilize those. guldellnes rather ‘than plunging into court
. ordered forced bu51ng as the only option for the settlement
of the segregatlon problem 1n the school e

; QUESTION. The whole optlon to busing tends to get
confused w1th racism and there are’a lot’ of racial eplthets
and what not being thrown about on the protest iine. Do
you have anythlng to” say about ‘that? You are opposed to
busing but how do you make the distinetion?

R el R Y TR

N S

" MORE
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_THE PRESIDENT: I don't think spposition to
busing really has any relationship to razism on the part
of most people. I think the best illustration, one of the
rising young columnists in the country, 3ill Raspberry, a
black, has been most forceful and most constructive, I
think, in opposing the court approach in many casese.

I have been opposed to busing as a means of
achieving quality education from its inception. My
record in the Congress in voting for civil rights legis-
lation is a good one, so I believe that the real 1ssué

is quality education., It can be achieved better for dis="
advantaged people, minorities, by other means.

I have sought, through the support of the Esch
amendment, through adequate funding, to help Boston and
other communities where this problem exists, to upgrade
their school system rather.than to have this very contro-
versial approach of forced busing. = . . o

e QUESTION: Do you think it will be an issue in
next year's campaign? '

THE PRESIDENT: I hope it won't.

QUESTION: Mp. President, during your visit here,
have you made any plans to telephone or visit former Pres;dent
Nixon? .

THE PRESIDENT: I haven't made any specific’
plan, no. , R )

QUESTION: Do you intend to?
THE PRESIDENT: I may.

_ QUESTION: Do you see any role for him in national
life in the future?

THE PRESIDENT: I think thatis a judgmgnt he has
to make, and I really can't tell you whether he will or
he won't, but that is a personal judgment on his part.

QUESTION: You say you may contact him. What is
it that you want to say to hin?

THE PRESIDENT: Well, he is an old friend, and I
have known him and worked with him in the past. What has
‘happened in the past, or recent past, I don't think should
destroy a personal friendship.

MORE
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i ‘QUESTION: Pr351dent, there has been a
mlnorlty report from your amnesty panel being very
critical of Charles Goodell saying that he misinterpreted

and he violated the spirit of the amnesty program in
granting amnesty or seeking amnesty for felons. Would
you comment on 't:hart:'7

_“ THE PRESIDENT: That was a very controversial
area, as I am sure you recognlze. _ : .

- QUESTION: Mr, President, ouyr time is almost up.

THE PRESIDENT' I felt I had to do something, and
I can ‘'understand, with the strong people on that board,
that there mlght be controversy.

QUESTION: 'Mr.. President, gentlemen, I am sorry,
our tlme is now up.

: Our warm thanks to the President of the United
States for joining us here in Los Angeles. News Conference
will be back next Saturday at the same time when our guest
”w1ll be Senator Howard Baker, Republlcan of Tennessees.

I am Bob Abernethy, KNBC News, w1th Jess Marlow
and Warren Olngy.

END (AT 9:28 AJM.  PDT)
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